Flowering Plants and Gymnosperms of
as a synonym of Chucoa, though both names were published in the same year and date priority has not been conclusively established. Weberbaueriella has not appeared in any other modern literature. Although annotations of the types suggest that Dillon was unsure when he synonymised the names, it now seems certain that Chucoa Cabrera, Bol. Soc. Argentina Bot. 6(1): 40 (November 1955) is taxonomically identical, and that is the name most commonly used for the taxon. If Weberbauerella Ulbrich and Weberbaueriella Ferreyra were ruled to be treated as homonyms, it would establish Chucoa as unquestionably the correct name for the Composite genus.
Committee recommendation. 14 vote to treat them as confusable, and 1 not to do so. 2, 3: 456. 1913; Fernald, Gray's Manual, ed. 8: 1464 -1465 . 1950 Gleason & Cronquist, Man. Vasc. Pl.: 736. 1963 , ed. 2: 596. 1991 Holub in Tutin & al., Fl. Europ. 4: 127. 1976; Cronquist, Vasc. Fl. S.E. U.S. 1: 178. 1980; Nesom in Phytologia 68: 186-198. 1990 ). Some of these authors broadly circumscribed the purple cudweed as including the distinct Gamochaeta pensylvanica (Willd.) Cabrera (e.g., Torrey & Gray, l.c.; Gleason & Cronquist, l.c., 1991) , while others circumscribed the purple cudweed more narrowly.
(2). Passiflora guianensis and Passiflora guyanensis (Passifloraceae
While the name Gamochaeta purpurea has been applied to plants worldwide as well, names in Gamochaeta have often been misapplied, and the overall distribution of G. purpurea will be understood only after many identifications are reassessed. The concept of the species in North America was recently focused by the segregation of Soc. 82: 233-265. 1981) . Neither the provenance nor collector of this specimen is evident on the sheet, but Hilliard & Burtt noted "North America," possibly implying that they believed the plant was collected in North America or else affirming the generally held assumption that the species occurs in that region. The plant matches the morphology of Gamochaeta (Gnaphalium) americana (P. Miller) Wedd., a widespread species of South America, Central America, the Caribbean, and Mexico, especially the expression of the species that occurs in the West Indies. The plant apparently is relatively young, with a slender, flexuous stem and extremely slender taproot, oblanceolate cauline leaves 5-6 cm long (the basal completely absent) with glabrous adaxial surfaces, and small clusters of heads in the axils of widely separated, relatively large, distal cauline leaves. The van Royen specimen clearly is not Gamochaeta purpurea sensu Nesom (l.c., 2004a Nesom (l.c., , 2004b and there is no firm evidence that it was seen by Linnaeus. Although the flexuous stems of the van Royen specimen are seemingly the only feature at odds with the Linnaean protologue, we know of no modern usage of Gamochaeta purpurea that would identify the van Royen sheet with this name.
2. "Gron. virg. 178." (Gronovius, l.c.) was cited by Linnaeus following the descriptive phrase from van Royen (see element 1 above). Gronovius cited "Clayt. n. 385" -the plants collected by John Clayton in Virginia are mounted on two sheets (BM-CLAYTON-2). These sheets were annotated by James Reveal in 1990 as "syntypes", and they are representatives of the North American Gamochaeta purpurea sensu Nesom (l.c., 2004a) . One of the sheets (our proposed conserved type) is very ample, having three plants, each with shallow fibrous roots, discolorous, slightly spatulate leaves, an apparently congested inflorescence (young plants), and the young phyllaries are sharply acute apically and show a characteristic rosy-pink color. The single plant on the second sheet (our proposed conserved isotype) is similar but lacks roots. Among the original elements for Gnaphalium purpureum, only the Clayton collections in BM and the Kalm specimen (see element 5 below) unambiguously represent the current concept of this North American taxon and are thus the best candidates to serve as the conserved type. Because the Kalm collection was a late addition to his herbarium, Linnaeus probably had more familiarity with the Clayton material he examined as he was helping Gronovius, material that defined his original concept of Gnaphalium purpureum. Further, the Clayton material is more ample than the Kalm material, and was cited not only by Linnaeus but also by Gronovius.
3. "Dill. elth. 131. t. 109. f. 132." (Dillenius, Hort. Eltham. 1732). The illustration is somewhat stylized and the identity of the plant is somewhat ambiguous. It could be the North American Gamochaeta purpurea, and the accompanying description cannot be said to conflict with that of Linnaeus (l.c., 1753). Van Royen (l.c.) and Dillenius (l.c) cited the Dillenius illustration, but it is clear that the illustration in Dillenius is not based on van Royen's specimen. This specimen also appears to be Gamochaeta purpurea, as understood by Nesom (l.c., 2004a Nesom (l.c., , 2004b ), but it is in young flower and not as ample as the Clayton specimens (see element 2 above).
Of these five original elements for Gnaphalium purpureum, only plants of the Clayton collection (element 2) and the Kalm collection (element 5) clearly represent the species generally identified as Gamochaeta purpurea. Two of the remaining elements (3 and 4) are ambiguous in identity. The van Royen specimen of element 1, which was selected by Hilliard & Burtt (l.c.) as lectotype of Gnaphalium purpureum, apparently is Gamochaeta (Gnaphalium) americana. The potential nomenclatural confusion resulting from the lectotype choice by Hilliard & Burtt can be avoided by conserving the name Gnaphalium purpureum L. with Clayton 385 (BM No. 51197) as the conserved type, thus maintaining an unambiguous correspondence between the name and the concept of the species in both the traditional sense (see references cited above) and its current sense (sensu Nesom, l.c., 2004a Nesom, l.c., , 2004b . Otherwise, Gnaphalium purpureum as lectotypified by the van Royen material would replace Gamochaeta (Gnaphalium) americana and Gamochaeta (Gnaphalium) purpurea sensu stricto would be replaced either by the now synonymous Gamochaeta (Gnaphalium) rosacea (I. M. Johnst.) Anderb. (named from a population in Mexico) or by the earlier Gnaphalium hyemale Walter (the identity of Walter's name remains uncertain). Our proposal, if accepted, will unequivocally establish the application of Gnaphalium purpureum while maintaining both historical and modern usage.
